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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who 
have attained the age of 18 years. 


Display Conditions: 


That when the publication is on public display, the classification given to the publication 
must be shown on the front of the publication or any package in which the publication 
is kept. 


Descriptive Note: 


Not Applicable. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on: Not Applicable. 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 


The publication entitled Max Issue #19 Jan/Feb 99 is classified as: 

Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who 
have attained the age of 18 years. 

Max is a men’s general interest and lifestyle magazine targeted at readers over the 
age of eighteen. In classifying this magazine the main question is whether it deals with 
matters of sex, violence and alcohol use in such a manner that the availability of the 
publication is likely to be injurious to the public good unless it is restricted to an adult 
audience. 

The magazine has a high extent of sexual referencing and other sexual content 
throughout. There are pin-up style pictures and some breast nudity in association with 
this. Sexual activity is depicted in an article on the adult video industry in Australia. 
The article includes images which has depictions of a naked couple in positions clearly 
suggestive of rear entry intercourse and vaginal intercourse, with mild sado¬ 
masochistic elements. The presence of a competition where readers can submit 
photographs of themselves and their girlfriends along with a written justification as to 
why they would make a good "porn star", which has a prize of the chance to participate 
in an adult video, indicates that the publication is intended for males eighteen years of 
age or over. Similarly advertisements for condoms and telephone sex would suggest a 
readership that has reached sexual maturity. 
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Furthermore the treatment of matters of sex is moderately degrading and 
dehumanising to females. There is a high level of sexual innuendo, and some of the 
captioning of the photographs in particular, if taken literally, give substance to the 
notion that females are to be regarded purely as sexual objects. Younger readers, at 
an age where they are forming their concepts of masculinity, are at risk of taking the 
immature attitudes to matters of sexual interaction and intimacy satirically presented, 
literally. Some of the articles contain information that has artistic, social, cultural, 
educational or scientific merit. However, the facetious tone and sexual innuendo 
detract considerably from these elements in the publication. 

The magazine contains one article on grievous injury or death arising from violence in 
the boxing ring. The extent and degree to which, and explicit overblown manner in 
which brutal violence is dwelt upon, gives a level of tacit approval to such violence 
which is treated as a macho attribute. To a moderate degree this article glorifies 
violence. 

Throughout the magazine there are numerous references to drinking alcohol to 
excess. The editorial stance towards this ranges from tacit to overt approval. 

In consideration of these elements, the Classification Office finds that the availability of 
the publication would be likely to be injurious to the public good unless it is restricted to 
an adult audience capable of maturity of judgement. 

The New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990 has been considered. The magazine is not 
directed at young persons and does not appear to include a significant number of 
young persons in its existing readership. Given the level of sexual content and the 
attitudes to violence and alcohol misuse, the resultant age-related limit on freedom of 
expression is reasonable and demonstrably justified in this case. 
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